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PROJECT DELIVERABLE 
EDITORIAL REVIEW CHECK SHEET 

Deliverable Title: o b l~9\if>'<S^^ V.Q \A T / A f i Dclwerab 

Proiect Name: M / ^ S J A Jacobs Project No: / 2 /) ').ypyy 

Deliverable Date: 

Project Manager: R J o / l ^ f r a J / " ^ ^ ^ ^ J M / h ) t / c ( a k n / JEG Office: Ae .M.^ 

Primary Author of Deliverable: AAr^r^yyt./ S y w c U ^ ^ ^ JEG Office: 

Editorial Reviewer QL^^H/ ' A y M , d ^ ^ JEG Office; 

l^^L. 

Date of Initial Review: ^ - ^ ~ ^ ^ - LOE Expended in Review: 
(to be completed by Editorial Reviewer) 

Sections of Report Reviewed:. 

General Comments: 
ACjf'r-yyyA^tyyi, 3 ^ y ^ y^i^t^it^!^:-- yfi^ ^ ^ 1 ^ 2 ^ ^ , 

Project Manager to complete this section foUowing final check ofthe deUverable (foUowing revisions initiated as a 
result ofthe editorial review). 

I have reviewed the subject project document in accordance with the applicable clieck sheet items. In my 
opinion, the material reviewed is preseated in a professionai manner in accordance with standard procedures 
set forth by Jacobs Engineering Group Inc Farther, my comments have been disnissed with the author(8) and 
all significant issues have beea resolved, except numbers . 

Project Managen_ Review Date: 

Significant issues not resolved between the reviewer and author(s) have been resolved by the undersigned. 

Regional QA 0£Bcen Date: 

Operations Managen_ Date: 

JE4\C\JE-Fonn»\PDEIBlll 



Project Deliverable Edi lor ial Review Check Sheet (Page 2 u r 2 ) 

Items Evaluated in Edi lor ial Review 

(;>>ijunciils AilJrtbr.c*!** 

TITLE SHEET 

1. Docs the deliverable include a title page with lhe tide centered in the cover window and 

are Ihc JEG Project Number and Client Project Number listed? 

2. Does the title on (he tiUc page malch the tide on the flrst page of the deliverable and 

the authorization page (if included)? 

lAPPBARANlCG AND a ) M P I . £ T E v^ • «- . . ^ 

3. Are all pages of the deliverable readable and acceptable in appearance? 

4. I« die ddivcrable free from typographical cno r t ? ^ 

5. Are the margins acceptable and consistent? Are all page breaks acceptable? 

6. Are titlea of lists of items and buUeted subsections repeated when split between two or 

more pages? 

7. Are all text sections right justified? " ' « 

8. Is a Table of Contents included? Do all page numbers, section titles, figure titles, 

table titles, and appendix titlea in the Table of Contents match thoae presented in tbe text? 

9. Are all pages numbered consecutively and consistently? (The first text page should be one.) 

10. Are all pages, including tablea, figures, and appendiciea within the deliverable? 

TABLES A^(D IrlOURES , 

11. Arc all legends and notes on tablea and figures clear? Do all figures include north arrows 

and bar scales (where appropriate)? 

12. Are all figurea preaented using tbe sUndard Jacoba title blocks? Were all figures drawn 

and checked by different individuals (see dtle blocks)? 

13. Are all tables and figures presented in separate sections (tables then figures) at the end 

of Ihe deliverable (less than SO pages) or at the end of each chapter (more than SO pagea)? 

14. Aro all tablea and figurea orientated for reading from top to bottom or after turning the 

page clockwise (binding at the top of the page)? 

aWERLETTEftiiaSiji^^^^^^^^^^ 

15. Is ihe cover letter free from typographical errors, and prepared for signature by 

the Project Manager and Operations Manager? 

16. Does the deliverable title referenced in the cover letter match the tide presented in 

1 the deliverable? 

Yes 
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Comments 
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. y . r y . : - y . : y A y : ' - i y ' : . ••• - y - i - . •>,:..-

\ :•..•: ' • • • • : ^ . - • ; • > • • . - y < : : • - • . : - . ' • . ' . - y i ^ i - : : 

^ ^ 7 * . ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^ ^ y ^ y ^ ^ 

Yes No 1 

* Pleaae provide references to page numbers and sections and outline the requested changea in the comment column for all items in which your response was 'no". 
+ 1- Not Applicable. 

* * Project Manager to complete during final check of the deliverable (following revisions initiated as a result of technical review). 
IBt\a\l23M2i\rDUaDaO 



PROJECT DELIVERABLE 
TECHNICAL REVIEW CHECK SHEET 

DeUverable Title: ^ Z j l 7?i)o AI^My^jiAf/iy*^ 

Projea Name: M A s S : - ^ ^ n ^ j S A u C C ^ 

Deliverable Date: 

Project Managen ^ I i , / ^ fbJ ) <^/i^. MtiuMO-ir keo^*^ JEGOfBce: 
" SitK*ieity^ 

Jacobs Project No: t ^ l > ' 2 - Y 2 ^ - ^ ^ 

Primary Author of Deliverable: Kcutf^ S^v^^^ejii... 

Technical Reviewer ^ J T S yf»>t/ 

Date of Initial Review: g ^ T ^ ^ / V ^ 

Sections of Report Reviewed: ^ - ^ ^ / ^ > w ^ / g - / ^ ^ -

JEG Office: / ^ « ^ X > < 

JEG Office: Xg/ t /^><>^ 

LOE Expended in Review: 
(to be completed by Technical Reviewer) 

ZJ. 

General Comments: 

Technical reviewer to complete this section following final check of the delivciable (following revisions initiated as a result of tbe 

technical review). 

I have reviewed the subjea project document in accordance with the applicable check sheet items. In my opinion, the material 

reviewed is piewnKd in a professional manner in accordance with standanl procedures set fbith by Jacot)S Engineering Group Inc 

Further, my comments have been discussed with the authot<s) and ail significant issues have been resohred. except numben 

Technical Reviewer 'SL -Review Date: 

Significant issues not resoNed between the reviewer and author(s) have been resolved by the undenigned. 

Regional QA Ofncer_ Date: 

Operations Manager__ Date: 

JE4\C:JE-F0RMS\TR3JB111 



""-n 

Pioject Deliverable Technical Review Chock Shed (Page 2 of 2) 

Itcma Evaluated in Technical Review 

lHlM>pSBi SOOPB AND IHTRODUCTIPN ^ : i j 

1. Are Ihe purpose and scope of the deliverable defined in the intioduction? 

2. Doea lhe scope of Ihe deliverable conrorm lo Ihe Work Plan and olher client directivea? 

3. Doea lhe introduction provide sufficient background information for sn independcnl reader 
lo Mderslaad U M malarial ptcsenled? 

^Mmicmmmito^m^ym%^m iy -il .::::,. . .ar.: . ^mm 
4. la lhe lechnical approach (mcdwdolosy) preaented? 

S. Ara UBumptioBa defiaed and U M radeaale fer CMk aaaunplioa discusaed? 

6. Ara the analytic*! melboda appropriMe for ibe specific application? 

7. Docs Ihe ddiverable confoni lo current lechaical guidaace documents and SOPaT 

1. Ara liniuUona of die study ptesenled? 

9. Wete lhe analytical adbods fallowed correctly? 

10. Wera all calculations checked? 

I I . Wate all calculatiooa thai yoa checked correct? I f etrota were found, attach yoar 

f j f t i r t f l a t tn th i i rhtrrk ihint-

^H(!ltUikkiHi'AKfa'*ii(^MiteHPATlQN9 T^ i : ^ > . - r m ' ^ r W " 

12. Ate all analyaea, coocluaiona, and recoiamendations well leaaoned, supported by the data 

praaeoled w i thb the dcUvetdble. aad awicnlandable lo an objective reader? 

13. Ara an ooacluaioaa lechnically comet? 

IS. Ara lecknkally aoaod reooiaroeadatioaa provided, wfaera appiopriateT ' 

16. Doea Iba deliverable meet all Iba objactivaa oulUacd ia the Work Plan and other client 

diractivc^T I f aot, ara aiifBcicat aipiaaadoaa provided? 

iVi!:j'ii[iA!iiJidi^u;ir,^i:!i;^.!;i!j»fj^:L^^iiiiiiiiiM 
17. Ia Ibe deliverable gramatically correct, coacise, aad free from nonrelevant inforroatioa and 

vagaa laagaaga (adadlag adjeethraa w advetba each aa axticnM, Ibnited. poor, aad very)? 

I I . b dia deUvarabla orgaabad b a logical nwaaer. Is Iba teat adequately subdivided? 

19. b a ata map iacluded aad Is appraptiala iaromiation (lampling locationi, property 

bouadariea, etc.) prcaealed on iba aila map? 

20. Ara aU raw aad calculated daU bclvded b Ihe deliverable in tabular form? 

2 1 . Ara all wi iU and deteclioa l imiu defined on tablea aad figurea containing chemical daU? 

22. Are refereacea provided for technical infomation, tables, and figurea from other sources? 

23. Ate aumben used lo cite rcrerencca in the text in Ihe order which ihey are used? Is a 

1 aumbered list o f refereacea provided at ibe ead of Ihe delivctable? 

• f i Not Applicable. 
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* * Technical reviewer lo complete during final check of the deliverable (following revisions initialed as a result o( technics 
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items in which your response was *no*. 

Yes 

1 1 review). 1 


